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This is in response to appellant's brief on appeal filed 
Get 1/ 92. 

< 1 ) Status of claims. 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief 
is correct. 

(2) Status of Amendments After Final. 

There has been no amendment filed subsequent to the 
examiner's final rejection. 

(3) Summary of invention. 

The summary of invention contained in the brief is correct. 
< 4 ) Issues* 

The appellant's statement of the issues in the brief is 
correct. 



<5> Grouping of claims. 

All the claims at issue constitute only a single group, 
namely claims 1-14. 
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The rejection of claims 1-14 stand or fall together because 
appellant's brief does not include a statement that this grouping 
of claims does not stand or fall together. See 37 C. F. R. 
1. 192(c) <5). 

<6> Claims appe aled. 

The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to 
the brief is correct. 



The following is a listing of the prior art- of record relied 
upon in the rejection of claims under appeal. 



(7) 



Prior Art of record. 



Number 



Name 



Date 



5, 019, 938 



Sridharan 



5-28-91 



(8) New prior art. 



No new prior art has been applied in this examiner's answer. 



( 9 ) Grounds of r ejection. 

1 ' " ■ - ■ ....... .i . i t 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the 
appealed claims. 
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The final rejection of 5-19-92 forme the ground of rejection 
which are applicable to the appealed claims. 

<1Q)*- Hg* ground of rejection. 

This Examiner's Answer does not contain any new ground of 
rejection. _ 

t ^ i (ii-) Response to argument. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees with the statement under 
"Discussion of issue on appeal" in the brief and the following 



are the areas of disagreement and the reasons why: 

Claims 1-14 simply claim a ballast housing structure and its 
exterior wall design. The ballast consists of a housing, a 
transformer and its circuitry. This type of ballast housing 
structure is well known in the prior art as shown by the relied 
upon patent to Sridharan et al, comprising a rectangular housing 
structure, a transformer and related circuitry. The. ballast 
circuit enclosure of Sridharan et al consists of first and second 
transformer sections including recesses in the floor panel within 
which are accommodated the coils of the transformer. It is just a 
matter of design consideration to have a different transformer 
such as a "leakage transformer" in place of the two transformers 
of Sridharan et al. 
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Concerning the orientation of the core with respect to the 
plane of the bottom wall of the housing, it should be noted that 
the position of the transformers with their main plane parallel 
or perpendicular to the long axis is just a matter of housing 
design consideration. 



In summary, 



For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections 
should be sustained. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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